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(Sprague said nurton had copies), but I hare not received a reply from 
him. I gather that people are buying up the -Trench version very fast, 
even though few can read French. Hamarre said that both the Trench and 
English versions are available from Tara. 

Also I have written to Springer Terlag in Berlin for back copies 
of the issues of Bild am Sonnta g that give the uerman version (sorry, 

I do not yet know the dates of the issues) . That was only a few days 
ago, so I have not heard from them. 

That is about the whole of my expedience with Farewell America. 

I appreciate being put on guard about it, for I would indeed hate to 
be responsible for promoting an untruth in this case. I try like hell 
to beware of red herrings, but I must often rely on the judgment of 
others who I think know more than I do . If Sprage had not read the 
material himself, and were relying solely on G-arr'ison's word, I believe 
I would have been more wary, nut I trust Sprague, and I was reassured 
by his personal knowledge of the matters involved. Besides, Penn Jones 
had put me on the lookiout for the book, and I believed that I had more 
than enough reason to "Tegard it authentic and important. 

There is no real harm done, though, for 1 had only mentioned it to 
a few people, and can now urge a measure of caution. 



I spent the past weekend in Toronto ajr a convention of fe?ou£KX 3 Dcxx 
teachers of Classics, and there I spoke, for a time with Dan Gillis, who 
was a fellow student with me at Cornell. Gillis, you may recall, works 
with Thompson at Haverford College. Gillis is not entirely familiar 
with investigations surrounding the assassination, but he had a few ±x±x 
pieces of information that will interest you. 

Most interesting is this, for ir relates to your remarks about 
who has copies of the Zapruder film. He said that Thompson has a copy 
of Z. Then he said that, I merely commented that that must be how he 
managed to make such accurate sketches for his book, and liillis confirmed 
that that was the case. I did not ask whether Thompson's copy of Z 
has the missing frames, for I suppose that it does; he prints them in 
his book. If Thompson printed all that he had, then his copy does not 
contain the material between the sprocket holes, for they are not shown 
in his book. I may get down to the area of Trenton*" N .J . , in a month 
or so, and Gillis will then try to eCrrange for me to see Thompson. I 
may then get a chance to see what he has. 



If I get to see Z210 I will take special note of It for you-- espec- 
ially the area between the sprocket holes. I suppose that one of the 
things that interest you there is the movement of Phil Willis, although 
if it is In order to establish a shot before Z210, that hardly seems 
necessary. I think that photo evidence already exists definitely to 
prove a blast before Z195 and a JFK hit before Z200. If you want me to 
send you an outline of points that bear on the question when the first 
shot was fired, please tell me. It all is based on the movements of 
ob agents Hickey and Bennett, and on those of JFK and Mrs K as visible 
ap ruder , Betzner, and Willis 5. Probably our views are the same re- 

garding the timing of the first shot, but if you want me to outline mine, 
please ^ell me so , and I will. Ithink that the evidence is quite concl- 

? S i Te ‘ n ^ut not necessarily a hit) before Z195, and a JFK hit 

Dei ore 1.200. 



said G ^a! S R?^r3 n ?o some other things that you may wish to know, 
saiu xnat Klchard Popkin has some photos (four, I think) taken at 



■tie 

some 




sort of political rally a few days “before -Bob Kennedy was sfeot, and that 
they show Sirhan with the girl in the polka dot dress. I don't know vfr w 
whether uillis saw the pictures or merely heard about them. 

here is another issue that is hanging fire-- that is, I don't know 
whether matters hawe gone beyond the point that I know about. 

Canadian -Broadcasting Company several weeks ago ran a TV interview 
with lx William Bradford Huie when two of Huie's Look articles had already 
been published. It was not of very great interest, for he gave no data 
that added to the material in his articles, hut in the course of the 
interview he made a cryptic remark which I correctly interpreted to mean 
that he was going to talk with Sprague and hear what Sprague had to say 
about a possible connection between the JFK and MLK killings. Buie did 
not say much, but I knew what Sprague was up to, and I put two and two 
together. 

I mulled over it for a few days and finally resolved to write 3prague 
and tell him that I thought Huie was either a fool or a scoundrel and 
to be on guard. By the time he got mv 

letter Sprague had already talked with Huie. Sprague's reply tome 
that he had indeed interested Buie in the possiblility that 
Krenohy is the Raoul whdfWed Ray into the plot. Huie said he would 
follow up the lead as Sprague suggested, and would show krenohy photos to 
Kay. I was delighted to learn that Buie was going to co-operate with the 
scavengers , for the possibility of opening up a line directly to Ray 
was very exciting. Sprague seemed very encouraged, for Buie gave him 
some information which indicated that he thought Sprague serious enough 
to trust- ( I 11 mention that info below). However, Sprague wrote subse- 
quently and indicated that for some unexplained reason Buie had cooled 
to Sprague^s "wooing", and that the line to Ray might now be closed. 

. , ^ drdT8 f wil<i that Buie has not yet published his promised third 
article about Ray, for it is supposed to deal with Ray's activities after 
the shooting- - mat eri al that I am especially interested in, his travels 

bSt I^wo^ifl 11 T'i5 1ir + Pe C^ 1 T 111 neoessar ily believe what he says, 

but I would like to know what Ray (or those who control him) would like 

raw^el^p 11 ^ cannot he ?:? thl ^ n g that Sprague might have touched a 
inau?r?I« i conversation with Kuie , and that in his subsequent 
quiries Buie learned something that he dared not even imagine. That 
is purely a guess, and things may have changed since my last letter from 

oo^!' that thlrd <U ' tl ° le atoUt Hsy '= a hel1 °* = ion, time £ 

This is what Huie told Sprague, ue said that he has a witness who 
* g00d at "Willard" , the man who is supposed ?o have done the 

T h +h^v g * my) h T 8 t b a Witness that the i’BI does not know about; a woman 

with the Wlllard was not R ay- That ties in neatly 

with the failure of known witnesses to identify photos of Ray as the 
person they knew as V/illard. J 

a+ ac ° ordln fi Buie, is that he was outside the hotel 

a tthe of the shooting, waiting in the Mustang. Ray savs that Raoul 

to be n shot°° tlng ’ 511(1 thathe (Ray) had no fcuowledge that King was going 

+ Re reasan wRjr s P r ague is interested in Raoul is because Ray's des- 
°“° Raoul corresponds closely with Hrenchy. Also some^ther 
things indicate that Frenohy may hake been involved 

I especially want to eee what detelops In lhat ° n ln Iond ™- 




After I sent yon the material from OIL-- the tests re tra j ector;}r-- 
I re-read Frazier's testimony and noted parts that may negate the ass- 
ertions that I made previously. I have not yet had time to check the 
testimony of those who handled the rifle before Frazier . 

Even if the trajectory tests prove worthless because the scope was 
removed before Frazier got it, there is still grounds for accusing, 
f akery . 

The WR distinctly gives the impression that the rifle was sighted 
high and to the right at the time of the assassination, for it asserts 
that such an arrangement would be advantageous to a shooter in "Oswald’s" 
window. That assertion is based not only on something that Frazier says 
in his testimony, but (perhaps even more directly) on a letter from 
noover to Rankin in which noover makes that claim. I do not yet have 
the reference for that letter, for I saw it at a time when this issue did 
not especially interested me, and merely made a mental note that it 
existed. The letter clearly indicates that noover believed the ‘rifle 
was sighted in high and to the right at the time of the shooting. More- 
over, I am almost certain that the wording of that passage of the ViR 
was taken from hoover’ s letter to Rankin. 

I had to go tip that conference before I oould trace any of the rele- 
vant material. I'll especially note the testimony of Lt . Day and of 
FBI agents Latona and Stombough, for one of them nay have removed the 
scope before Frazier got it. 

I'll collect the material, and when it's ready I'll send it to you. 

It may take time though, f or I am preparing lectures for a new school 
term . 



I hope that this business with Farewell America does not upset 
things, thought it might, if indeed it is phony. I lapped up Sprague's 
account of the authorship, and it's clear that Sprage is fully convinced 
that it is authentic-- he relies very heavily on Garrison. Also Penn 
J ones . 

This thing could easily get out of hand. 



Still, 

\ - i Yv 

nernabei 
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